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MOTION FOR ,/_5_

CLARIFICATION

This matter comes before the Public Sercice Commission (the Commission) by

way of a Motion for Clarification (Motion) from BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.

(BellSouth) regarding the six-month review of BellSouth's 271 Application. BellSouth's

Motion involves the Commission's decision to vacate Order No. 2003-235 and to

schedule a hearing to address the six-month review.

In its Motion, BellSouth requests that the Commission clarify that: (1) the

testimony that already has been filed in this docket will form the basis for the hearing and

that no other prefiled testimony will be accepted; and (2) cross-examination will be

permitted only on two issues that are the subject of the limited hearing.

To further clarify Order No. 2003-449, which was issued in this docket, we grant

BellSouth's Motion. During the six-month review hearing scheduled for August 21,

2003, the testimony that already has been filed in this docket will form the basis for the

hearing and no other prefiled testimony will be accepted. Additionally, cross

examination will be permitted only on two issues that are the subject of the limited

hearing: the calculation of the penalty function of the Incentive Payment Plan (IPP),
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morespecificallythe differencebetweenthemeanandtheconfidencelevel, andtheTier

OnePenaltyregardingtheChangeControlProcess.

IT IS THEREFOREORDEREDTHAT:

1. BellSouth'sMotion for Clarificationis granted.

2. Thetestimonythat alreadyhasbeenfiled in this docketwill form thebasis

for thehearing.

3. Crossexaminationwill bepermittedonly on two issuesthatarethesubject

of the limited hearing: the calculation of the penalty function of the IPP, more

specificallythe differencebetweenthemeanandthe confidencelevel, andtheTier One

PenaltyregardingtheChangeControlProcess.

4. This Ordershall remainin full forceandeffectuntil further'Orderof this

Commission.

IT IS SOORDERED.

BY ORDEROFTHE COMMISSION:

Mignon L. Clyburn,Chairman

ATTEST:

(SEAL)


